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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- if the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communicat.on 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 1 33) 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed may reduce anv 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b) 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 July 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)H This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD, 11, 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 0 Claim(s) 1-18 is/are pending in the application 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 10-15 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1-9 and 16-18 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by .the Examiner 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a>n All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) [3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application) 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) Ej Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) LJ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) |_J information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) Q Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Claims 1-18 arc pending in this application. 

Applicant's election of group I, claims 1-9 and 16-18 in Paper No. 5 is acknowledged. 
Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors in the restriction 
requirement, the election has been treated as an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Claims 10-15 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as 
being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected invention, the 
inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one or more of the currently 
named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim remaining in the application. Any 
amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee 
required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). • 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

m^JfT\T^ ^btaincd though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, it the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 

Srr^; 5 a h h t , d havc bcen obvious ar the ume the in ~ ™ ™ d < - » hav n , ;f;;; ht 

Son Z Z c ,m PCmmS - PatCntabllltV Sha11 " 0t bC * * C — " ^ich the 

The factual inquiries set forth in Grahams. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966) 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
are summarized as follows: 
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1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-9 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO 
98/30304 in view of Lynam (US 5,073,012). 

WO (304) discloses an apparatus (instant claim 1-9) and a method (instant claim 16-18) of 
centrifuging blood or plasma using this apparatus. The apparatus comprises container (10-fig 1) for 
holding blood, a turn-table for rotating the container (instant claim 1,4) (1-figl), a halogen lamp (26- 
fig 1) and an IR heat source (2 7 -fig 1) (instant claim 1,5,6,7,8), temperatures sensors (31,32-figl) and 
control units (2 8 -fig 1) (instant claim 9), the container having a piston and a cylinder, and the piston 
dividing the cylinder into upper and lower chambers (instant claim 2), and piston activation means 
for moving piston (instant claim 3) (page 6). WO(304) also discloses use of polycarbonate for the 
wall of the centrifuge container (lies 15-24, page 4) for transmitting only visible light and optimizing 
energy release from the light emitting source. 

WO (304) does not disclose an additional UV filter other than the polycarbonate wall of the 
centrifuge to filter the UV part of the light emitted by the halogen lamp. Lynam (012) teaches that 
polycarbonate absorbs UV light below 400 nm (col 8 line 52-col 9 line 1 1) and the use of UV 
blockers, filters or screens for protection against UV (col 10: 8-35). It would be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to provide a UV filter as taught by Lynam (012) to 
the halogen lamp as taught by WO (3 04) to remove the harmful UV light and transmit only visible 
light for heating the sample which- is an alternate but equivalent means of providing light for heating 
as taught by WO(3()4) for equivalent function. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Holm (US 5,603,845) discloses a blood centrifuge with a container having a piston, and 
with temperature control. Parham (US 5,552,671) discloses UV protective coatings for halogen and 
other lamps that remove UV in the 200-400 nm range. Miller (US 4,330,177) discloses a UY 
protective curtain. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Krishnan S Menon whose telephone number is 703-305-5999. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Wanda L Walker can be reached on 703-308-0457. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for regular communications and 
703-872-9311 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 



Krishnan S. Menon 

Patent I Examiner " W. L. WALKER 

August 21, 2002 SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1700 



